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I, The kingdom of Kapisi lay to the east of Bamian. According 
' to Hiuen Tsang the king of this country, who was a Kshatriya by caste, 
ruled over ten neighbouring countries. Among these the pilgrim 
specifically refers to four states, viz., Lan-po (Lamghan), Na-ka-lo-ho 
(Jalalabad), Gandhara (Peshwar) and Fa-la-na (Bannu) as directly 
under the king of Kapisi. The question now arises as to the other 
five countries which were subject to Kapisi, for the Chinese 
pilgrim clearly refers to ten states, apparently including Kapisi, 
over which the power of the king of that country extended. It is 
only natural to suppose that the countries adjacent to Kapisi and 
which are not specifically referred to as subject to any other kingdom, 
were possibly included within this category. Following, apparently, 
this line of argument, Cunningham1 reckons ‘the whole of Afghanistan, 
from Bamian and Kandahar on the west to Bolan pass on the south, 
in which Hiuen Tsang places ten separate states or districts, as subject 
to Kapisi.

It is not necessary for our present purpose to discuss the merits of 
Cunningham’s theory or to enter into the vexed question of the identi
fication of these ten states. It is sufficient to note here that according 
to the description left by Hiuen Tsang, Kapisi must be regarded as a 
very powerful state. As regards the extent of this kingdom, we can 
only have an approximate idea from the location of the four states 
specifically referred to as subject to Kapisi.

The following details, gathered from Watters’ translation of 
Hiuen Tsang’s account, with notes, may be taken as the basis of our 
discussion.

The pilgrim left Bamian, and then ‘ going east from this, entered 
the snow mountains, crossed a black range and reached Kapishih’.* 
This country was above 4000 li in circuit. Hiuen Tsang, before 
proceeding further in his narrative of journey, gives a long account of 
India. This indicates, as W itters so justly remarks, that ‘ our pilgrim 
has now reached the territory which he, like others, before and after 
him, calls India’.1 * 3

* From Kapis the pilgrim continued his journey, going east above 
600 li through a very mountainous region ; then crossing a black range

1 Cunningham—Ancient Geography, pp. 19-20.
* Watters, vol. i, p. 122,
3 /bid, p. 180.
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As we shall see later on, according to Chach-nama, Multan, Lang-kie- 
lo and Ki-kiang-na were all dependencies of Sind. Hiuen Tsang 
does not seem to have personally visited Sind and hence his informa
tion was not very accurate. We must remember also that according 
to Chach-nama sometimes these outlying provinces declared indepen
dence, as for example shortly after the accession of Chach in a„d. 622. 
Hiuen Tsang’s account may refer to such a period. But the categori
cal and detailed statements in Chach-nama, would certainly entitle us 
to include all these territories in Sind.

III. Beyond the territories mentioned above, and between the king
doms of Sind on the south, Fa-la-na (Bannu) and Ki-kiang-na (Kekkana) 
on the east and south-east, and KapisI with its tributaries on the north, 
|Hiuen Tsang locates a vast kingdom called Tsao-ku-ta or Tsao-li.
This may be identified with the country which is referred to by Arab 
geographers as Zabul or Zabulistan, and comprised the upper valley 
of the Helmund river, and a large extent of territory both to the east 
as well as to the west of it. Numismatic evidence shows that some 
powerful rulers flourished in this region in the seventh century a.d.
They used the old title Shahi, and one of them, Shahi Tigin, calls 
himself lord of ‘ India and Persia ’ or more properly of ‘ Takan and 
Khurasan ’. Another, Sri Vasudeva, calls himself king of Zaulistan 
and Multan. The coins of these two kings contain legends both in 
Indian and Pahlavi characters, and from a comparison with the coins of 
Khusru Parvez of Persia, Shahi Tigin may be placed at the beginning 
and Vasudeva in the middle of the seventh century a.d. Coins of 
several other kings, some of them containing the word Zaulistan, have 
been found in the Indus valley, and although it is not possible to 
construct a detailed history, there is hardly any doubt that a separate 
kingdom flourished there with a long line of powerful kings. The 
province of Khurasan formed a bone of contention between this 
kingdom and Persia, and it formed something like a buffer state, 
between Indian dominions proper and the Persian empire.1 Hiuen 
Tsang also describes the kingdom as above 7000 li in circuit.

1 I am indebted to Dr. H. C. Roy Cbaudhury for the suggestion that Tsao- 
Kuta may be the same as Zabulistan. The variant form Tsao-li may be easily 
taken as equivalent to Zauli. For Tsao-Ku-ta or Tsao-li cf. Watters, vol. ii, 
p. 265. For a detailed account of the coins, cf. Cunningham—‘ Coins of ihe Incio- 
Scythians.’

For a detailed geographical account of Zabulistan, cf. Chap. Ill, f,n. 9,

■ G° ix
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sources. The following, bald summary of events may be offered as 
the result of a careful lierusal of all available authorities.

In the year a.h. 28 or 29 (a.d. 649-50) ‘Abdallah ibn ‘Amir1 a 
young enterprising military chief was appointed governor of Al-Basrah 
by the Caliph Uthman. ‘Abdallah made some conquest in the land of 
Fars (a province in the south-east of Persia), raided Khurasan and 
advanced up to the Oxus. (pp 159 ff).1 2 While proceeding from Fars to 
Khurasan, in the year 30, he deputed one of his lieutenants ar-Rabi on 
to Sijistan (p. 141). Ar-Rabi made various conquests in the neigh
bourhood of Zarah Lake and ultimately besieged Zaranj which 
capitulated on terms. Ar-Rabi remained at Zaranj (p. 143) for two 
years and was then succeeded by ‘Abd-ar-Rahman ibn-Samurah as the 
governor of Sijistan. The new governor is said to have established 
his rule over every thing between ‘ Zaranj and Kishsh of the land of al- 
Hind, and over that part of the region of the road of ar-Rukkhaj which 
is between it and the province of ad-Dawar ’ (p. 143).

This, is the first mention of India in the narrative of Muslim 
conquests as given by al-Baladhuri and as such the psssage requires 
careful scrutiny. It is apparent, as already noted above, that Kishsh 
was regarded as the first city on the frontier of India by the writer of 
the passage.

Fortunately, the topography of the locality is fairly well-known and 
the identification of the places mentioned is not a difficult task. Le 
Strange has made a critical geographical study of these in the Lands of 
Eastern Caliphate3 4 and his conclusions, so far as they relate to the 
subject under discussion, may be summed up below.

‘ The broad valley, down which the Helmund flows from the moun
tains of Hindu Kush to Bust, still bears the name, Zamin-Dawar, the 
Persian form, of which the Arabic equivalent is “ Ard-ad-Dawar" “ the 
Land of the Gates

1 Half-way along the remaining course of the Helmund, from Bust to 
Znratij, stands the town of Rudbar, the Ar-Rudlibdr of Baladhuri;

1 I have not thought it necessary to repeat the long titles o£ the Arab chiefs as- 
given by Baladhuri, but iiave merely given the first part.

2 The page references within brackets are to Murgotten’s translation of Bala
dhuri, vol. ii.

3 Le Strange— The Lands of the Eastern Caliphate, Cambridge, 1905.
4 p. 345.



and neat' this Ar-Rudhbar was Kislish which appears to be the place 
called Kaj, or Kuhich, at the present day.1

« The Rukhkhaj district, occupying the country round about Kan
dahar, lay to the eastward of Bust along the banks of the streams now- 
known as the Tarnak and the Argandab.2

Thus the Arabian force advanced towards India along the Helmund 
river and came into conflict with the Indians near modern Rudbar on 
the frontier between modern Afghanistan and Baluchistan. Their first 
triumphal career led them as far as Bust. Three marches above Bust 
lay the mountain of Az-zur containing a temple. Ibn-Samurah, says 
al-Baladhuri, went into the temple of the Zur (apparently Surya=Sun) 
an idol of gold with two rubies for eyes, and cut oil a hand and took 
out the rubies. But the gold and jewels were returned by him, saying 
to the astonished governor of the place: ‘ I only wanted to show you, 
that it had no power to harm or help (p. 144).’ But the progress of 
Islamic forces seems to have stopped here, apparently due to distur
bances in the head-quarter during the Caliphate of Uthman. An 
amicable agreement was entered into with Bust and Zabulistan, 
but its terms are not specified (p. 144). ‘Abd-ar-Rahman ibn- 
Samurah then retired to Zaranj. He had shortly to leave Sijistan 
placing it in charge of Umair, but the people of Zaranj, expelled Umair, 
and closed the town (p. 144). Thus the Muslims lost almost all that 
they had gained.

NjtfVhen the next Caliph ‘ Ali had consolidated his position, he made 
renewed efiorts to re-establish the power of Islam in Sijistan, and 
succeeded in recapturing Zaranj (p. 145). When Mu-awiyah became 
Caliph 1 Abd-ar-Rahman ibn-Samurah was appointed as the governor of 
Sijistan and with this began a fresh triumphal career of the Islamic 
forces.

'Abd-ar-Rahman raided the country, whose people had apostatized, 
and subdued it either by force, or by making treaties with its people, 
advancing as far as Kabul. This city was ably defended, and the 
Arabs laid siege to it. After a few months a breach was made in the 
city wall by means..o£ stones thrown by manfaniki. Then the Arabs 
attacked the city at night, but though they fought the whole night, 
they could not overcome the defence. At day-break, the defenders

1 p.344. * p. 346.
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Debal. A pitched battle ensued, which lasted the whole day. At the 
end the Muslim army was routed and Budail was killed.*

' ^ 1-Hajjaj then made elaborate preparations for the invasion of 
Sind, after obtaining necessary permission from the Caliph Walid.2 
He appointed his nephew and son-in-law Muhammad ibn-Kasim as 
commander of the expedition and provided him with soldiers, arms 
and ammunitions on a most lavish scale. He asked for and obtained 
from the Caliph the services of 6,000 Syrian soldiers fully armed.
Siege materials were sent by boats, and elaborate and detailed plans 
were made by Hajjaj himself to ensure tlie success of the campaign. 
Muhammad ibn-Kasim was instructed to put himself in constant com
munication with Hajjaj and ne ver to take any "important measures 
without his consent3

Muhammad halted at Shiraz to collect his forces4 and then ad
vanced by slow stages to Makran. After staying there for some days 
he advanced and conquered Kannazbur and Armail.s Then he

1 Baladhuri (p. 216) is very brief, Ch° (p. 71) gives interesting details. Bazil 
‘ sailing by the sea of Amman (i.e. Oman) arrived at the fortified town of Nerun.
Being reinforced there by the large army sent from Makran by its governor 
Muhammad ibn-H£run, he marched towards Debal. Nerun is probably a 
mistake for some other p o r t; for Nerun is further inland than Debal. Of course, 
it is just possible that Budail sailed up a mouth of the Indus other than that on 
which Debal was situated, and having thus reached Nerun, marched to Debal.
But it is extremely unlikely, for no veteran soldier would sail up with his army to 
the interior leaving strong and important sea-ports unconquered in his rear.

* Ch° (pp. 71, 73) more than once refers to Hajjaj seeking permission of the 
Caliph in order to declare a religious war against Hind and Sipd. The Caliph is 
said to have been at first unwilling to take this step, but was prevailed upoh to 
agree to it on account of the importunity of Hajjaj and on V s  promising to repay 
double the amount spent for the war. Ch° quotes some letters passing between 
Hajjaj and the Caliph in this,connection—but their genuineness is doubtful. But 
the unwillingness of the Caliph Abd-el-Malek to subject the Muslims to perils of
a distant expedition are referred to by Arab writers (cf. Weil-Geschichte di r j 
Chalifen, vol. i, p. 504 f.n.)

3 From this point the account in Ch° is very detailed. It quotes many letter* 
passing between HajjSj and Muhammad. The latter seems to have referred every 
matter to Hajjaj, who may almost be said to have directed the whole campaign 
from a distance. This is also corroborated by Baladhuri, (p. 218)

* According to Ch° (p- 77) Muhammad was joined at Shiraz by 6,000 horsemen,
6,000 camelmen, 3,000 loading camels and large number of coats of mail sent 
by HajjSj.

72 a .h ., the date given in Ch° for this event, is certainly a mistake, as the 
Caliphate of Al-Walid extends from 86 to 96 a .h .; 72 is probably a mistake for 92, 
the date given in the Tarikhi Masumi.

’Baladhuri (p. 217). Ch° (p. 77) writes ArmanbcUik for Arraail, both being ap
parently different forms of the same name, but makes no reference to Kenoazbur.
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APPENDIX

GEOGRAPHICAL NOTE 

A. The T erritorial Division of the 

Kingdom of Sind

T he extent of the kingdom of Sind in the reign of king. Sahiras son of King 
Sahasi Rai, is described in Chach-nama, Tarikh-i-M‘asumi and luhfat-ul-Kiram 
(Ch° p, 11 f.n.). From these it would appear that the kingdom at that tome 
included the modern province of that name together with a large portion^of the 
Puniab and Baluchistan. The Tankh-i-M‘asumi and the Tuhfat-ul-Kiram, no 
doubt, bring its southern limit up to the port of Surat,_ but there is no authonty 
for it in Chach-nama and it does not seem likely.

The kingdoms of Kashmir and Kanauj formed its northern and north-eastern 
boundary; but these must have included a portion of northern and eastern Punja .
On the west and north-west the boundary must have been variable and can not^ e 
exactly defined. But it seems to have included, Makran and the hills of Kikanan, 
the region round Bolan Pass.

The central portion of this kingdom was under the direct sway of the king with 
his capital at Alor. The rest was divided into four provinces, with headquarters 
respectively at Bahmauabad, SiwistSn, Iskandah and Multan. These governors 
were more like feudatory princes, and not unoften rebelled against the royal 
authority. They seem to have all rebelled against Chach when he usurped the 
throne, and he had to undertake a prolonged and tedious campaign against all 
the four provinces in order to establish his authority over them. From details of 
this campaign as given in Chach-nama, we get a fairly accurate idea of the nature 
and extent of the kingdom of Sind, shortly before the invasion of the Arabs.

We proceed to discuss the fdur provinces mentioned above, separately, 
beginning from the north.

I. The division of Iskandah with ' Babiah, Sawarah, Jajhor and Dhanod as 
its chief places ’ . (p. 12).

As this division was subdued by Chach before he proceeded to Multan, it must
be located between Alor and that place.

Babiah was the first stronghold iu this division which was conquered by C luc.i 
(p. 26). Babiah is also written as Paya, Bahiya, Pahiya etc., in d iteun t 
manuscripts. [Cunningham has suggested its identification with Bhatia (. nc.
Geoer (p. 294) and this is very plausible in view of the fact that appareu y ie 
same place is elsewhere named Batia in Ch° <p. IS6) . ButRavertydemes th.s and 
takes Bhatia in the sense of the city of the Bhatti tube (J. A . S. B. 189 , p. . 
f n ) According to Alberuui, Bhati was midway between Aror and Multan], Ch 
p t a t  Mbiah on the southern bank of the river Bias which then fiowed as a 
separate river to the south and east of Multan (Cunningham, P 
safely identified with 1 Pabiyah-Puberwalla ’ on the maps about 29 miles to
eastward of Uchch (Raverty X f f .  1892, pp. 388-9). This name

Prdm Babiah Chach proceeded to Iskandah, the chief city (p. 27). ,
is also written as Askalanda (Elliot I, p. 138) and various other  ̂ways. 
identified it with Uchch, which was also supposed to be the site of -lex

) f ' * ,  I ■ .
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Kusdar and Budaha to the north of this, of which the capital was Kandabil

‘ To the north of these districts was Balis or Walishtan with the towns of Sibi 
and Mastanj (P- 332). The capital city according to Istakhri was Sibi, spelt Sivi
or Siwah (p.347).’ .

' Kandabil has been identified wtih present Gandava lying south of Sibi and
east of Kelat (p.332)

Budhiah of Ch° is no doubt the same as Budaha, and this principality 
seems to have included the district of Balis or.Walishtau. The capital K&Sraja 
or Siwis is no doubt the same as modern Sibi, north of Kandabil (Gandava).

From Sibi. Chach marched to Siwistan, the headquarter of the division.
Siwistan can be easily identified with Sehwan, situated on a lofty isolated rock, 
near a large lake in the vicinity of the Lakki Hills (Cun. Anc. Geo., p. 301)

As has been said above, this division reached up to Makran and Chach 
proceeded in course of his campaign to its furthest limit.

First he proceeded towards Armanbel. This is the same as Armabil. To 
quote again from Le Strange : —

! Armabil and Kanbali were two important towns, on or near the coast, about 
half-way between Tiz (a sea-port, and capital of Makran) and Daybul (Daibal) at 
the Indus mouth. Istakhri describes these as cities of considerable size, lying 
two days’ march apart, and one of them was situated half a league distant from 
the sea. Their people were rich traders who had dealings chiefly with India 
(p. 330). ‘ The ruins of Armabil are probably at Lus Bela and those of Kanbali
at Khayrakot ’ (p. 330 f. n.).

From Armanbel, Chach proceeded to the district of Makran (p. 38). When he 
went beyond the steep declivity and the hills of Makran. he found himself in the 
division of Bakr. There was an ancient fort in that town called Kanbar (or Kang, 
or Kanarpur or Kinarpur). Kanbar may be identified with Kaunazbirr ip Makran 
which is frequently written as Kanuajbur (Le Strange, p. 329, f.n. 2).

From this Chach proceeded towards Kirman and encamped on a small stream 
running between Kirman and Makran. Certain date trees on that stream were 
fixed as the boundary between Kirman and his-own dominions. It is difficult to 
fix this line. In the mediaeval period the boundary line between Kirman and 
Makran ran to the east of Banpur near Fahraz, and Chach s dominions may be 
said to extend to its neighbourhood.

' From there Chach returned to Armanbel, and passing through the district ot 
Tiiran, he came into the desert and no one dared to fight with him till he arrived 
at Kandail (or Kandhabel), otherwise called Kaudhar.’ (p. 39). The identifica
tion of these places has been discussed above on the authority of Le Strange.

IV. The Fourth Division, with Brfihmanabad as its headquarters, included 
the southern part of the kingdom up to the sea-coast- The famous city of 
Brahmanabad was ‘ situated in the hitherto deserted plains which stretch away 
to the east of the Indus, eight miles south-east of the railway station of 
Shatodadpur, and forty-three miles north-east of Haidarabad’. (Conscns—
Antiquities of Sind, p. 48; for a detailed account of the topography of the 
locality, and the results of recent archaeological excavations, t f .  pp. 48-71).
Brahmanabad is now spelt as Bahmanabad on the strength of a legend that it 
was founded by a Persian king Bahman, but its truth may be doubted.

According to Ch° the governorship of Brahmanab&d included ' the fort oft 
Nerun and Debal, Lnhanah, Lakhah, Sammah and the river.' (p. XI). I'he' 
identification of the first two is discussed in Appendix B. Lubfinah, Lakhah and 
Sammah were three tribes, and apparently they gave their names to the districts 
in which they settled.

I t! , I
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V. The CeijJLral Division, directly under the king, with headquarter at the 
capital city of A1 or,\ included Kurdan, Kikanan and Barhamas. Alor, also spelt 
as Aror, A1 Rur and in various other waysj'is how represented by a small village 
of the same name about five miles south by east of_Rohri (For'topography, 
cf. Cousens—Antiquities of Sind, pp. 76-79). Kurdan and Barhamas cannot be 
identified.

But Kikanan, which is referred to inBaladhuri as al-Kikan played an important 
part in history. Le Strange identifies it with modern Kelat (p. 332). There is no 
doubt that Ki-Kiangna mentioned by Hiuen Tsang (ISeal, vol. ii, p. 282) is to be 
identified with Kikan, all being variants of the Sanskrit Kekkana. Hiuen Tsang 
places this region to the west of Fa-la-na, about 350 miles south-east of Tsao-Ku- 
ta, the capital of which has been located at or near Ghazni. The position of 
Ki-Kiang-na would therefore very well correspond with a region ‘ in the vicinity 
of Pishin and Quetta ’ as Cunningham supposed, in spite of the criticism of Watters 
(vol ii, p. 262). Kikdn may thus be located in the hilly region containing 
the Bolan Pass.

Baladhuri says : • al-Kikdn is part of the land of as-Sind where it borders on 
Khurasan.’ As Le Strange has observed, Khurasan at that time included all the 
Muslim provinces east of the Great Desert, as far as Sijistan (p. 382). Kikan 
would thus be located in the hilly region to the east of the Helmund and Kandahar 
rivers, and this agrees well with the identification proposed above, viz. the hilly 
region round the Bolan Pass.

B. The E xpedition of Muhammad ibn-Kasim

Muhammad Kasim marched from Shiraz (p. 76) to Makran. He then proceeded 
via Kannajbur to Armanbel. The identification of these two places has been 
discussed above. It seems that he followed the route described in detail by Ibn 
Khurdddbih, which starting from Fahraj, in Kirman, on the border of the great 
desert, ted by 14 stages to Fannazbiir ot Kannajbur, the then capital of Makian.
(Le Strange, p. 332).

From Armanbel, Muhammad followed the road along the coast to Debal, where 
he expected to be joined by the force under Hazim and Mughaira, and the boats 
carrying the siege materials.

The identification of the famous sea-port of Debal is still a matter of dispute.
Formerly it used to be identified with Thathah, but Raverty ably refuted this 
view by quoting several passages from old writers wherein Debal is distinguished 
frdm Thathah (J. A . S. B. 1892, p. 317 f.n. 315). Since then Mr. Cousens has re
affirmed the identification with slight modifications. 'There was’, he says,
< Dewal proper, the city that the Arabs assaulted, and, later, as the state of the
river necessitated, a port nearer the mouth, to serve the c ity ............ This port
became known as Bandar Dewal (port of Dewal) as the Tuh fatu-l-Kiram calls it
............ Later writers, losing sight of the connection of Dewal with Thathah,
thus came to speak of Dewal Bandar as Dewal only.’ (Op. cit, p. 124). This 
view has been supported by Oldham (Ind. Ant., 1931, p. 20).

Thus, according to Cousens, Debal, at the time of Muhammad ibn-Kdsim, 
occupied the site of Thathah, but later on, as the mouth of the river advanced 
further south, the name was transferred to the port that served the city. This is 
undoubtedly a good hypothesis, but does not curry immediate conviction, and so 
the question must be regarded as opeu. Cunningham places Debal on the western 
bank of the Baglu'r river, below the junction of the southern branch of the Ghara, 
about 5 miles to the north of Lari Bandar (Cunn. Anc. Geo., p. 342). According 
to Raverty, the town was about 15 miles from Thathah and stood near to the shrine
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Sind ‘ about 80 miles from Brahmanabad and 70 miles to the south-east of 
Haidarabad, on the far side of the delta from Debal’ (op. cit., pp. 63-4). But this 
position, which would place Raor almost on the Ran or sea-shore is hardly 
acceptable in view of the physical condition of the country (cf. Cousens- 
Aniiquities of Sind, p. 23 f.n. 1). Raverty places Raor within ten miles of 
Brahmanabad. But his mistaken identity of Nerun, which he places about 

-eighteen miles south of Haidarabad, deprives his identification of other places in 
the neighbourhood of much real value (cf. Raverty’s long note on this subject in 
J.A .S .B . 1S92, pp. 231-44 f.n. 183-189).

I am inclined to place Sakrah at or near modern Sukkur, and to identify 
the island of Bet with the rocky island of Bhakar or Bakhar, which is such an 
Important landmark in the topography of that part of modern Sind. Raor would 
then be naturally identified with Rohri.

After I had arrived at this conclusion by a study of the details given in Cb°, I 
■came across the following remarks of Cousens.

* In connection with Muhammad’s movements, up and down the west bank, 
to find a suitable crossing, he is at one time, within the district of Jhim, and this 
name may possibly be perpetuated in Jhim Pir, the name of the tomb upon the 
islet in the river opposite Rohri. Indeed, we might almost have identified the 
Bet of our story with the island of.Bakhar, did we not know for certain that the 
river did not flow in that bed in those days, and Bakhar is also known as Bet ’.
(op. cit., p. 23 f.n. 2.)

The difficulties of identifying the old courses of the rivers in Sind with absolute 
precision are such that nobody is justified in making any dogmatic assertion as to 
whether a river did or did not pass by a place at any particular time Raverty has 
discussed the problem in a long and masterly paper (The Mihran of Sind and its 
tributaries, Journal of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 1892, pp. 155-508). He has 
traced the courses of the two rivers Indus and Hakra at different periods, and his 
discussion includes not only the main beds of these rivers but also the various 
channels through which their water found its way to sea from time to time.
But although Raverty’s work is the most painstaking, nobody would possibly 
pretend that all or even most of his conclusions can be readily accepted. His 
wrong identification of Nerun, on which he greatly relied in fixing the courses of 
the rivers, certainly vitiates many of his arguments and conclusions.

According to Raverty, the river Sindhu was a tributary, along with the other 
rivers of the Punjab, of the Hakrah which having all united into one great river 
at the Oosh-i-ab formed the Mihran of Sind. ‘ Lower down than this point of 
junction,’ says he, ‘ it sent off a branch to the westwards which passed Aror, the 
ancient capital of Sind, on the east.’ (p. 316).

But whether this view be true or not, according to Ch° the Muhammadan army 
coming from south and west had to cross the Mihran before reaching Aror. There
fore the Mihran of Ch° cannot mean the river which is in the view of Raverty, as 
that was to the east of Aror. Hence Raverty has postulated the existence of 
another river the Kurnbh, which branched off from the Indus near Ghyarispur, and 
following a westerly course passed to the east of Sehwan. According to the 
sketch-map of Raverty, this river passed quite close to Rohri at the time of the 
Arab conquest {Sec Map facing, p. 470-Plate VI.). Whether this river was the 
Mihran, or mistaken as such by the author of Ch°, is immaterial for our present 
discussion* The fact remains, that the river which Muhammad ibn-Kasim had to 
cross in order to. reach Aror, did pass quite close to Rohri. Raverty, of course, 
places this river at a little distance, about 10 miles from Rohri, but no data have 
been put forward to show that we have any reason to precisely fix it where 
Ravert»has put it and not a few miles to the east of his line. On the whole
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therefore, while the ever-shifting course of the rivers of Sind, must make any 
identification at best a hypothetical one, there is nothing in the proposed identi
fication of the island of Bet with Bhakar, and Raor with Rohri, which may be 
regarded as prima facie impossible. Haig, who studied the course of the rivers of 
Sind very thoroughly, believes that as early as Alexander’s time a channel passed 
through Rohri-Bakhar gap, its bed becoming in later times, the channel of the 
main river (

The traditional legend which accounts for the shifting of the river from Alor 
to Rohri, may be based upon an actual change of the river-course, but it is 
obviously impossible to fix the time of the change by an attempt to find out the 
date of the legendary king Dilu Rai (Cousens, op. cit., pp. 148-149) or otherwise 
(Haig, op. cit., pp. 133-4).

It may be mentioned here that Cousens has placed the fort of Raor, 1 some 
twenty to twenty-five miles to the west or west-by-south of Alor, just below Kingrf ’
(Ibid, p. 23, p. 24. f.n. 1).

Certain passages in Ch° indicate that the place where the Muslim army crossed 
the river was not very far from Alor. Thus while Muhammad ibn-Kasim was 
encamped on the other side of the Mihran, ready to cross the river, Bhandwir 
Samani came to Dahar and said : ‘ O King . . . you are amusing yourself with the 
games of chess and dice while the Arab army has already arrived and alighted by 
your capital ’ (Ch°, pp. 121-122).

This shows that the point where Muhammad crossed the river may be in the 
neighbourhood of Rohri or Kingri but cannot be placed very far to the south as 
proposed by Raverty and Haig.

This view :s strengthened by the accounts of Mir M’asum. According to this 
writer, Muhammad, after the fall of Sehwan, rejected the advice given him to attack 
Bahmanabad first, and instead, marched direct to Alor, and killed Dahar in an 
engagement near the city. Mir M’asum has here confused Raor with Aror, but as 
the two places were quite close and their names resemble each other, the mistake is 
easily explained. But Mir M’asum definitely states that from Siwistan,
Muhammad did not march towards Bahmanabad but towards Aror. This is also 
corroborated by the fact that after Bahmanabad fell, Muhammad marched towards 
Aror and Eagrur, although the last-named place was first mentioned with Raor.
Raverty’s attempt to explain it away is not convincing (op. cit., pp. 237, 241-44).

The question naturally arises why Muhammad, after defeating Dahar’s army 
near Raor, proceeded towards Bahmanabad without first attempting the 
conquest of Alor which was quite close by. The reason seems to be that the main 
army had followed Dahar’s son Jaisimha to Bahmanabad, and so instead of 
wasting time by prolonged siege of Alor, Muhammad wanted to beat the hostile 
army before it could gather strength.

After the defeat and death of Dahar in an open engagement near Raor, the 
Sindhians avoided pitched battles and defended the strong fortified towns of the 
kingdom such as Raor, Bahror, Dahlelah, Bahmanabad and Alor. Bahror and 
Dahlelah cannot be identified with certainty, t^it they were on the way from Rori 
to Bahmanabad. Dahlelah may l)e thfc ^aifcp as Darbela referred to by Raverty
(J. A . S. B., 1892, p. 317). ,

After the fall of Alor, Muhammad proceeded towards the north. He conquered 
successively Babiah, Gholkonda, Sikkah and Multan. Gholkonda cannot be 
identified, but the position of the other three has been discussed above.

Al-Baladhuri records several other expeditions of Muhammad after Ins return 
from Multan. The places named are al-Bailaraan, Surest and al-Kiraj. It 
appears that Muhammad personally went to Kiraj, and sent forces against the 
other two.
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